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7375 Executive Place
Suite 101

Seabrook, MD 20706

September 20,

Dear Mr. Caton:

William F. Caton,
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Ex Parte Meeting - - C.C. Docket No. 92-166

Pursuant to Section 1.1206 of the Commission's Rules, 47 C.F.R.
§1.1206, I hereby notify the Commission that Douglas G. Dwyre,
President of Globalstar, Kevin J. Kelley, and I met with Rudy Baca of
the Office of Commissioner Quello on September 20, 1994. We
discussed the matters addressed in the attached letter, dated
September 13, 1994.

Please direct inquiries concerning this matter to me at (301)805
0373.

Respectfully submitted,

~~
Dale Gallimore
Counsel

cc: Rudy Bacca

No. of Copiesrec'd~\
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Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W. Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

RE: PC Qocket No. 92.1 R6

Dear Mr. Caton:

On behalf of LoraUQUALCOMM Pannerahip, L.P. ("LQP"), we are writing
to express thtr initial viewil of LQP on the "Joint Proposal and Settlement
Aereement" recently filed in the above·referenced docket by Constellation
Communications. Inc.• Mobile Communications Holdings, Inc., Motorola Satellite
Comlr.unieations, Inc.. and TRW Inc. (collectively, "the Joint Applicants").

Over two months ago, the ~ommission suggested that the five LEO MSS
Above 1 GHz applicants should resolve among themselves th., spectru221 sharing
issues raised in the N.gtiC8 of Prgposeq Rulmukini in this docket. As the
Commillion is aware. LQP participated in the efforts to work out a settlement
ail'eement with the other applicants. Even after discussions Rxpanded into areas
outside the scope of the Jpectrum sl1arinl issues raised in the ~BM, LQP
continued to work with the other MSS LEO applicants in an attempt to find an
accommodation for each party's particular int.erests.

The other four applicants have now reached Cln agreement which LQP was
unable tu join. In fact, the Joint Proposal includes certain recommendations
which. if adopted~ would impair the operation of MBS systems as well as the
United States' leadership role in the MSS industry.

LQP doeI arree with the Joint Applicants on the domestic band-sharing
plan outlined in Item 1 of the Joint Proposal. Resolving this issue is a major step
toward licensing the U.S. MSS systems because it avoids mutual exclusivity
among the the LEO MSS applico.nts.
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LQP Call11ot, however, ape with the Joint Applicants' requirement tor
"Ilobal spectrum band sepentation ahannl" or the treatment of the secondary
downlink in the propo.ed emissions mal1l: tor the CDMAlI'DMA aec=enta. Theso
matters are outside the acope of this proceedini, and are not necesaary to address
in order to resolve the iuue of mutual exclusivity in this docket.

Item ~Ba!1d...§1l1rinlE1aD

LQP aarees with the Joint Applicants on the proposed band-sharing plan
outlined in Item 1 of the Joint Proposal (except for the laJ1l\Zage subjecting the
plan to "Scotions 3, 5, 8 and 7" of the Jo;nt Proposal). This domestic band
Ihanna plan provides a workable solution to the issue. of intraservice sharing in
the MSS uplink frequencies. LQP joins the Joint Applicants in :recommending
adoption of this band-tharine plan.

Tho ave LEO applicant. are now in Accord on the Commil8ion's proposal to
Ihare the 1610.0-1626.5 MHz band as proposed inthe~, i.e., 11.35 MHz for
the CnMA systems and 3.10 MHz tor the TDMA system, Dl1cl also apDG that
.baring of the entire 16.5 MHz of the S-band downlink is necel8ary for the CDMA
systems. ThUI, LQP al"8a with the Joint Applicants that adoption of the
speotrum sharini plan in Item 1 ot the Joint; Proposal would avoid mutual
exclusivity among the MSS LEO applicants.

This is an important breakthrouch. It resolve. the mOlt critical ialue in
this proceeding, eliminates the need for the Commislion to use other procedures to
license MSS applicants. and expedites the deployment of MSS systems.

AI noted above. there are two proposals o£ the Joint Applioants with which
LQP stron,ly and firmly diJall'ees: the lo·called ",lobal spectrum band
secmentation sharing requirement" and the proposed principle. to IOverD an out
of-band emissions mask between the CDMA and TDMA selDlents in the L·band
uplink.

Itam 7: QlobilBand Sep1entatign

Adoption of p1"Oposed Item 7. a rlobal band sepentation requirement. is
not only outaide the scope of this proceedinr, but allo would PO" a .eriou8 threat
to the leadership role of the United States in the international MSS eommunity.
Such a rule is likely to be interpreted as contraveninl international
telecommunications procedures and by-pUling the jurild1ction at tbreign
administrations over international MSS systems operating within their territories.



CROWELL & MORING

Mr. William F. Caton
September IS, 1994
Page 3

By rec:ommendina adoption of a rlobaI band seementation sharing rule. the
Joint Applicants are asking the Commislion to establish a worldwide spectrum
plan to which evel')" administration utilizing the U.S. applicants' systems around
the world would be bound. This is not only bad public policy, it violates the
Commission's own fU'm position that it will not try to dictate spectrum rules to
other nations. As the Commisaion recognized in the NPRM, the applicability of
any U.S. band ,harm. plan outside the United States "will necessarily depend
upon authorizations pantad by the countries concerned. II NPRM, 0 FCC Red
1094, 1111 n. 6a (1994). As the Commission has also recoprlzed, it is a basic tenet
of international telecommunications policy that "all decisions relating to the
implementation of 1.612.4 GHz mobile-satellite service within a country's territory
will remain-solely within that country's jurisdiction and control." ~ at 1140.

LQP acrees with the Commission on these international policies, and.
th91'etore, must disagree with the Joint Applicants' call for a i10bal spectrum
seamentation sharinr plan imposed by the United States. Resolution 46. adopted
at the 1992 World Administrative Radio Conference, established a procedure for
coordination of LEO MSS systems, and there is no reo.son to substitute II U.S.
rule. As Motorola itself stated in its Reply Comments (at 41) in this proceeding
regarding Resolution 46, "[a]ny effort to prejudge international coordination of
U.S. systems outside this procedure would be duplicative, uninformed and futile."

Item 6: Emi&aignll Mask

LQP also disagrees with the Joint Applicants on the principles proposed for
development of an out-oi-band emissions mask between the CDMA and TDMA L·
band 8erments (Item 6). As the Commission is well aware, this issue was not
railed in the~. It i. an i18U8 which involves the technical desigu of mobile
earth stations to be used with MSS systems, and should be addressed in a blanket
licensiol proceeding for 8uch transceivers.

Moreover, contrary to the rules and policies of the International
Telecommunication Union, the Joint Applicants liUisest that all MSS systems
should be obligated to attempt to protect secondary downlink transmissions in the
1613.8-1626.5 MHz band, which would, in street, give primary status to the
allocation for l\ISS downlinks in that band. There is no reason for the Commission
to modify unilaterally an allocation which was adopted internationally at \\fARC
92. Indeed. thiR Al1condary allocation waa just recently adopted in the Unitad
States, 9 FCC Red 536, 539·40 (1994), and could not be modified without a
.eparate notice and comment procedure La modify the U.S. Table of Frequency
Allocations.
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With Napact to the other iteD1s in the Joint PropoRAlf LQP hal provided
the Commi••ion with thorough lelal and technical aDalyaes of each !laue in ita
Comments and Reply Commentl &ed in thiIl docket aD May ~ and JUDe 20,
raapectively I LQP reaffirms itl positions contained in thole &liDga, and ltands
ready and willinl' to provide any further information which the Commission or its
Stat!' may de.ire ill light or the Joint Proposal.

While LQP cannot alA" with the recommendatioua of the Joint AppliGante
on the alobal band seplentation and emilsions mask ialuel, LQP confirms that it
supports the domestic spectrum-sharinl plan outlined in Item 1 of the Joint
Proposal as do the other appJicantA. Accordinl1y. LQP respectfully recommends
adoption of the rules proposed in Item 1 to implement this plan and thereby avoid
mutual exclu2Iivity among the five LEO MBS applicant••

Respectfully submitted,

LORALIQUALCOMM PARTNERSHIP, L,P.

L... t;" A.d,.~ l~w~
Lealie A. Taylor
Lealie Taylor Associates
6800 Carlynn Court
Bethe.da, MD 20817-4302
(301) :l:l9·9341

Attorneys for LorallQUALCO}\.W
Partnership I L.P.

cc: Attached Service List


